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PASTEUR THE PLAGIARIST. — 


Ghe Debt of Science to Béchamp. 


By Dr. LEVERSON. 


(Lecture delivered at Claridge’s Hotel on May 25th, 1911, on the 
occasion of the drawing-room meeting given by Lady Kathleen 
Bushe and Lady Antonia Maude. | 


OWN to about two and a-half years ago I used 
carefully to examine each new claim as it came 
to my knowledge, which was put forward by 

practisers and advocates of Vivisection, of discoveries 
useful to man or of benefit to the sick, which they 
asserted to have been obtained through Vivisection, 
as I found them in the medical journals, or even in 
the more serious of the daily or periodical Press. 

I entered upon these examinations without any 
prejudice for or against Vivisection, but with a sort of 
half-belief that many useful things might have been 
discovered by its means, in absolute ignorance of 
the methods employed, and with a leaning to the belief 
that light would ultimately be thrown by means of 
Vivisection upon some, at least, of the problems of 
physiology and of pathology which are at present 
unsolved and still remain obscure ; a solution whereof 
would be likely to aid us in curing diseased condi- 
tions. 

- The result of the most careful examinations of which 
I was capable showed me that every one of the claims 
so put forward was entirely baseless, was due to some 
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prejudice or ignorance, if not worse, on the part of the 
proponent ; but I also found that, even if it could be 
shown that some fact important to man’s welfare 
could be ascertained by such experiments, the cost, 
in the way of the moral degeneration of the men, 
and I am sorry to say of some women, too, engaged 
in such practices as were avowed by the executioners, 
far outweighed any possible gain to humanity from 
any knowledge to be gained by them ; and as the use 
of my failing eyesight and the other weaknesses of 
advancing age demanded .all the strength I could 
bestow upon the far more useful studies upon which 
I was engaged, I determined, as I have said, about 
two and a-half years ago, to cease to trouble myself 
any further in investigating claims I had found to be 
at once puerile and unfounded, or to agitate my 
mind with a perusal of their self-confessed, nay 
boastful, descriptions of their cruelties. 


THE SCIENTIST OF THE CENTURY. 


I could do this with the less regret that I was giving 
myself to the study and dissemination of the wonder- 
ful researches and discoveries of one of the greatest 
but most neglected of the men of science of the last 
century—one of the two men (the other being Henry 
George) for whom I believe the last century (called 
by Wallace the wonderful century) will come to be 
named, as are the centuries of Copernicus, of Galileo, 
and of Newton by their names. 

I found in the discoveries of the neglected Professor 
of Montpellier—Antoine Béchamp by name—the 
solution of many problems which had puzzled biolo- 
gists, physiologists, pathologists and philosophers 
for very many years; I also found in them assured 
bases for biology, physiology and pathology, sciences 
still floundering in chaos for want of knowledge by 
their professors of these very truths discovered by 
Béchamp. 

I also found in those truths absolute proof of the 
absurdity of the germ theory of disease ; and by the 
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study of the writings of Louis Pasteur, to which 
Béchamp’s works unavoidably led me, I found full 
proof that the great god of the (supposedly) men of 
‘science of the latter half of the Jast century, and of 
many of the present, was in fact the most astonishing 
of plagiarists and distorters of other men’s discoveries ; 
chiefly those of Professor Antoine Béchamp, and of 
his collaborators and pupils ; and that this plagiarist 
was the most monumental charlatan whose existence 
is disclosed to us in the entire recorded history of 
medicine ! 

You have already surmised who was this plagiarist 
and charlatan. It was Louis Pasteur, to whose 
memory France has erected statues all over her land, 
and built and endowed in Paris, giving to him for 
life, and for a lengthened period to his widow and 
children after his death, a magnificent ‘ Institut 
Pasteur,’’ where the torture of animals carried on 
by him is continued, and where quack remedies 
devised by him and his misguided pupils are manu- 
factured and sold at great profit to them, and where 
these baneful operations are still carried on. Now 
this marvel, in the rise and progress of modern medical 
superstitions, has been wrought by a man ignorant 
of what he professed to teach. Of this—even in 
the short portion of your time I dare appropriate— 
I think I can give you a few salient and striking illus- 
trations. 


PASTEUR’S SELF-CONTRADICTIONS. 


In the course of one of his papers, pompous as well 
as silly, Pasteur likened the healing of a broken limb 
or of a wound to the repair of a crystal in its mother 
liquor. Repeatedly he likened the interior of the body 
of the human or other animal to a cask of wine or 
beer, and the materials contained in the interior of 
living beings to the contents of a barrel of must, 
of a cask of wine, or one of beer. In an experiment 
with a piece of meat, which in his infinite conceit 
he afterwards referred to as ‘‘ famous,” he claimed to 
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have proved that fragments which had been parts of 
living bodies were safe from change or putrafaction 
if access to it of air-borne germs was prevented ; 
and yet in his own description of that experiment, 
while asserting that no air-borne germs had reached it, 
and that no putrefactive or other change had taken 
place, he yet described it as becoming gamey, and was 
too ignorant to perceive that this effect, itself a step 
on the road to putrefaction, must, upon his assump- 
tion that there was nothing living in the piece of meat, 
be an effect without a cause ! 

Again, in his experiment upon the blood, which he 
had the arrogance to call celebrated, and which as a 
monument of his ignorance, and of the marvellous 
ignorance or recklessness of other men of science who 
accepted it, is indeed celebrated, M. Pasteur, anxious 
‘to find proofs of his assertion that fermentation is 
pre ueee solely by the action of air-borne germs 

eing permitted to have access to the fermentative 
medium, and that there is nothing living in the blood 
when it has issued from its vessels, yet describes 
various changes in the blood, such as affecting its 
odour, its coagulation, the formation of crystals, etc., 
and he himself unknowingly utterly destroys, from 
the root up, the hypothesis upon which he had built 
up his ridiculous germ theory of disease. 


PLAGIARISM AND IGNORANCE. 


After Béchamp had explained the causes of fermen- 
tation, and that it was a process which occurs in every 
digestion, Pasteur proceeded to describe it as his own. 
On studying his papers and books thereon with atten- 
tion, their pretentious but puerile character can be 
discerned. They may be thus summed up in the 
words of I forget what critic of some old pretender :— 


That which is true in them is not new; that which is new is 
not true. 
But, seeing that his writings on fermentation have 
been lauded by such men as Huxley, Tyndal, Lister, 
! 
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and very many French and German worthies, I will 
show you that, so late as 1872 at least, M. Pasteur 
did not understand either the process of digestion or 
that of fermentation, which, as Béchamp had proved, 
was a process in digestion. 

Repeating in effect in 1867, and again in 1872, 
what his pupil M. Duclaux had said in 1865, Pasteur 
stated :— 


That which separates the chemical phenomena of fermentation 
from a crowd of other acts, and especially the acts of common 
life, is the fact of the decomposition of a weight of fermentative 
matter much superior to the weight of the ferment.* 


M. Duclaux, speaking in opposition to M. Béchamp, 
had said, in 1865, that :— 


When in our alcoholic fermentation we see a certain weight 
of sugar transformed into alcohol by a weight of yeast 100 and 
1,000 times smaller, it is very difficult to believe that this sugar 
made at any time a part of the materials of the yeast and that 
it (alcohol) is something like a product of excretion.t 


This singular physiology of M. Duclaux was answered 
by M. Béchamp, and the reply is equally applicable to 
that of M. Pasteur :— 


Suppore an adult man to have lived a century, to weigh on an 
average 60 kilogrammes; he will have consumed in that time 
besides other foods the equivalent of 20,000 kilogrammes of flesh 
and produced about 800 kilogrammes of urea. Shall it be said 
that it is impossible to admit that this mass of flesh and of urea 
could at any moment of his life form part of his being. Now the 
same 88 a man consumes all that food only by repeating the same 
act a great many times, the yeast cellule consumes the great 
masses of sugar only by constantly assimilating and disassimilating 
bit by bit. Now that which a man will only consume in a century, 
a sufficient number of men would absorb and form in a day. It 
is the same with the yeast ; the sugar which a small number of 
cellules would only consume in a year, a greater number would 
destroy in a day; in both cases, the more numerous the 
individuals the more rapid the consumption. 


You will judge from this the childish character of 


*C.R. Vol. LXXV., p. 785 (1872). 


t+ Annales Scientifiques de l’Ecole Normale Superieur. Vol. II., 
p- 249 (1865). 
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the physiological learning—or ignorance (?)—of M. 
Pasteur and of his pupils. 


PASTEUR'S CLAIMS DISPROVED. 


Pasteur’s plagiarisms of the discoveries of Béchamp, 
and of Béchamp’s collaborators, run through the whole 
of Pasteur’s life and work, excepting as to crystallo- 
graphy, which may or may not have been his own ; 
I have not investigated that part of his career, nor 
do I feel any interest in it. The tracing of some of 
these plagiarisms, though they can be clearly demons- - 
trated, are yet somewhat intricate, too much so for 
this paper; but there is one, involving the claim by 
Pasteur to have discovered the cause of one of the 
diseased conditions which assail the silkworm, which 
can be verified by anyone able to read the French 
language ; it is the following :— 

Professor Béchamp had discovered that the pébrine 
‘was parasitic, and came from without. A full descrip- 
tion of his discovery and of his antiseptic use of 
creosote is reported in the “Comptes Rendus” of 
the Academy, Vol. LXII., p. 1341, Session of 
June 11, 1866. The title of Béchamp’s paper is 
“Sur Vinnocuité des vapeurs de créosote dans les 
éducations des vers a soie.” 

One month later, Pasteur, purporting to give an 
account of his “‘ campaign against the diseases of the 
silkworm,” which will be found in the “ Comptes 
Rendus,” Vol. LXIII., p. 126-142, had the arrogance 
to say (p. 134) :— 

One would be tempted to believe, especially from the resemblance 
of the corpuscles (those called of Cornalia) to the spores of muce- 


dinées that a parasite had invaded the nurseries ; that would be 
an error. 


Later, M. Pasteur described the pébrine as parasitic 
(“Etudes sur la maladie des vers 4 soie,’’ Chap. I.), but 
ascribed the discovery to himself ! 

But I have a still graver and more startling charge 


to bring against M. Pasteur as a supposed man of 
science. 
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Finding how readily the “men of science ” of his 
day accepted his fairy tales,in a voluminous memoir 
of no value, published in the ‘‘ Annales de Chimie et de 
Physique,” 3rd §., Vol. LVIII.,* is to be found, on 
page 381, a section or Chapter III. entitled “ Produc- 
tion of Yeast in a Medium Formed of Sugar, of a Salt 
of Ammonia and of Phosphates.” 

The real though not confessed object of the paper 
was to cause it to be believed that he, and not Béchamp, 
was the first to produce a ferment in a fermentative 
medium without albuminoid matter. Now mark, 
I pray you, what I say—the alleged experiment 
described in the memoir, Section III., was a fake— 
purely and simply a fake. Yeast cannot be produced 
under the conditions of that section! If those of my 
hearers or any other physician having some knowledge 
of physiological chemistry will take the pains to read 
this Section III. with attention, he will see for himself 
that yeast cannot be so produced, and he can prove tt 
by making the experiment as described. 

Now mark what, supposing I am right in this, this 
memoir does prove. It proves that Pasteur was so 
ignorant of physiological chemistry that he believed 
yeast could be so produced, or else he was so confident 
of the ignorant confidence of the medical profession in 
himself, that he believed he could bluff it through. In 
this last belief he was correct for a time. I cannot 
but believe that the exposure I am making of Pasteur’s 
ignorance and dishonesty will lead to a serious over- 
hauling of all his work. 

It was Béchamp who discovered and expounded 
the theory of antisepsis. which Pasteur permitted 
to be ascribed to himself. In his “ Studies on Fer- 
mentation’ Pasteur published a letter from Lord 
Lister, then Mr. Surgeon Lister, in which that gentle- 


*I am _ thus particular in giving you the exact references to this 
fake experiment in the hope that someone who has heretofore accepted 
the renown of Pasteur and of his learning at their official and very false 
valuation will take pains to repeat the experiment. 
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man claims that he learned the principles of anti- 
sepsis from Pasteur. I do not doubt this statement 
of the noble lord, for besides accepting Mr. Lister as a 
gentleman of veracity, I will give you an additional 
reason for accepting that statement. 


LISTER’S BLUNDER. 


When Mr. Lister began his antiseptic operations they 
were generally successful, but a few days later the 
patients succumbed to carbolic acid or mercuric poison- 
ing, so that it became a gruesome medical joke to say— 
““ The operation was successful, but the patient died.” 
Now Mr. Lister, though a very skilful surgeon and, I 
believe, of great powers of observation, had estab- 
lished the technique of his operations upon the 
teachings of a man who had plagiarised the discovery 
without understanding the principles upon which it 
was based. Not unnaturally Lister used doses of 
carbolic acid, which placed upon an open wound or 
respired by the patient were lethal. But, thanks to 
his careful observations, he gradually reduced the 
quantity of carbolic acid or of sublimate of mercury 
he employed until at last “‘ his operations were success- 
ful, and the patients lived,” as they would have done 
from the first in like measure, had he obtained his 
knowledge of the principles of antisepsis from their 
discoverer, who had warned against the use of any but 
a very minute dose of carbolic acid, instead of from 
their plagiarist, who knew not wherefore the dose 
should be so limited. 

From the outline I have now given you, you may 
form some idea of the ignorance of the man whom 
for more than thirty years official medicine has been 
worshipping as a little god. But this is only a small 
part of the mischief perpetrated. Instead of making 
progress in therapeutics during the past thirty or 
forty years, medicine—outside of surgery—has fear- 
fully retrograded, and the medical profession to-day 
is, in my judgment, in a more degraded condition 
than ever before in its history. I know that at first 
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your minds will rebel against this statement, but 
some simple facts will prove to every mind possessed 
of common-sense that it is true. 


THE DANGER OF INOCULATING. 


Formerly, notwithstanding the generally ignorant 
use of drugs by the medical profession, the efforts 
of the physician, mistaken though they generally 
were, were really directed exclusively to heal the sick. 
From the time of Pasteur’s predecessor in quackery 
—Ed. Jenner—and during the growth of Pasteur’s 
superstition right down to this day, the efforts of the 
large majority of the profession and of all the official 
doctors, except those officially employed in promoting 
sanitation, have been and are engaged in efforts to 
make sick the well. By poisonous sera of all sorts 
they pretend to seek to protect the well against 
diseased conditions which would scarcely ever happen 
to them were their vitality not reduced by poison 
ate into their blood, whereby their vitality is 
owered and their constitutions often permanently 
debased. Let me call attention to the folly of all these 
inoculations. 

When a drug is administered by the mouth, as was 
beautifully pointed out by Dr. J. J. Garth Wilkinson, 
in proceeding along the alimentary canal, it encounters 
along its whole line a series of chemical laboratories, 
wherein it is analysed, synthesized, and deleterious 
matter prepared for excretion, and finally excreted, 
or it may be ejected from the stomach, or overcome 
by an antidote. But when Nature’s coat of mail, the 
skin, is violated, and the drug inserted beneath the 
skin, Nature’s line of defence is taken in the rear, 
and rarely.can anything be done to hinder or prevent 
the action of the drug, no matter how injurious, even 
fatal, it may be. All the physicians of the world are 
incompetent either to foresee its action or to hinder it. 
Even pure water has been known to act as a violent 
and foudroyant poison when injected into the blood 
stream. How much more dangerous is it, then, to 
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inject poisons known to be such, whether modified in 
the fanciful manner at present fashionable among 
Vivisectionists, or in any other manner. These simple 
considerations show that inoculation should be re- 
garded as malpractice, to be tolerated only in case of 
extreme danger where the educated physician sees no 
other chance of saving life. 


THE GERM THEORY FETISH. 


Now, the forcing of these inoculations upon indi- 
viduals by law is one of the worst of tyrannies imagin- 
able, and should be resisted, even to the death of the 
official who is enforcing it. English-speaking peoples 
need to have their ideals of liberty refreshed by a 
study of the history of Wat Tyler, who headed one 
of the most justifiable rebellions in history, and 
although treacherously murdered by the then Lord 
Mayor of London, his example should be held up to 
all our children for imitation. 

I confess, ladies and gentlemen, when I see the 
constantly encroaching power of physicians in this 
country and in the United States, I view with some 
alarm some of the provisions of that nobly-intended 
measure, the Insurance Bill, now pending in the 
Parliament of this country, whereby so many of the 
Insurance benefits are made dependent upon obedi- 
ence to the orders of a physician. Nor am I unmindful 
of the fact that were only justice done to the people 
with regard to the land, in the manner so admirably 
pointed out by the ‘prophet of San Francisco,” all 
the elaborate machinery of the Insurance Bill could 
be dispensed with, for it is not charity that the people 
need—only justice ! 

But, revenons & nos moutons. The entire fabric of 
the germ theory of disease rests upon assumptions 
which not only have not been proved, but which are 
incapable of proof, and many of them can be proved 
to be the reverse of truth. The basic one of these 
unproven assumptions, the credit for which in its 
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present form is wholly due to M. Pasteur, is the hypo- 
thesis that all the so-called infectious and contagious 
disorders are caused by germs, each disease having 
its own specific germ, which germs have existed in the 
air from the beginning of things, and that though the 
body is closed to these pathogenic germs when in 
good health, when the vitality is lowered the body 
becomes susceptible to their inroads. My mind is so 
constituted that it can perceive in the assumption of 
this, as a fact, only an instance of such incredible 
folly that it really matches the fetish of those whom 
we regard as savages, and serves to show how little 
the human intellect has progressed from the mental 
state of the savage. 


WHAT IS DISEASE? 


I admit as a most mournful fact that Nature is 
cruel, but did such a state of things as above supposed 
really exist, one at least of Nature’s evident designs 
would be, by herself, defeated, for the human race 
would ages since have been swept from the earth; 
nay, it would hardly have come into being before it 
would have been destroyed. And further, though 
repeatedly challenged to do so, the Pasteurians have 
never been able to obtain from the atmosphere a single 
so-called pathogenic bacterium. ‘“‘ Germs,” ?.e., relics 
of the living beings of long ages past, have been 
so found—but no so-called pathogenic organisms ; 
for these the Pasteurians have been forced to go to 
the living but diseased organism. And, too, their so- 
called pathogenic bacteria, pathognomonic as they 
pretend of this or that disease, are continually being 
found in thoroughly healthy persons. Further, M. 
Béchamp has demonstrated, so completely that no one 
possessed of ordinary powers of reasoning can, after 
reading his demonstrations, dispute the fact, that all 
the so-called pathogenic germs, microbes, bacteria, 
what you please, which have been isolated, are the 
results of diseased conditions, not their cause. 

Further, a fundamental error lying at the base of 
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nearly all the pathology and therapeutics now dominant 
is the looking upon and speaking of disease as an 
entity, a thing. 

There is no such thing as disease, or a disease ; 
what happens is a condition, and if we would adopt the 
habit of substituting the words “ diseased condition ” 
for disease, we should gradually clear our minds of the 
mental fog in which we are enveloped by talking of 
it, and thereby regarding it (7.e., disease) as an entity. 

The progress of every epidemic bears out this view 
and establishes it as a truth. In his ‘‘ Microzymas et 
Microbes ” (1888), pp. 35-36, M. Béchamp has traced 
the march of the diseased condition termed cholera 
from 1817 to 1832, which of itself illustrates the 
absurdity of the hypothesis that it resulted from germs ; 
incidentally I will say (though M. Béchamp did not 
draw this conclusion) that it also illustrates the worse 
than uselessness of quarantines. 


HOW TO COMBAT DISEASED CONDITIONS. 


No! Nature will not be fooled ; there is but one way 
of avoiding diseased conditions, including epidemics. 

From infancy train the body in hygienic conditions, 
so that each boy and girl becomes an athlete. Substi- 
tute for our present unhygienic clothing a system better 
adapted to our needs and the climate we inhabit at 
the bottom of an ocean of air; a suggestion of such 
clothing is given to us in the costumes we even now 
adopt in the gymnasium or in sea-bathing, and which, 
slightly varied according to the season, should be 
universally adopted. 

Let us adapt our food to the requirements of supply- 
ing waste and building up our bodies; amend our 
social conditions in the mode pointed out by the late 
Henry George, styled in mockery by the Duke of 
Argyll ‘‘the prophet of San Francisco,” a name 
accepted by his disciples as an unintentionally true 
designation, so that no one should need suffer from 
insufficient or unwholesome food; avoid also over- 
feeding, a cause of an enormous number of diseased 
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conditions. Widen the streets and alleys, so that an 
ample supply of air may circulate through them. 
‘Enlarge the floor spaces of the poorer class of habita- 
tions ; supply a bath to every dwelling and instruct 
the inhabitants in its use; furnish ample and sanitary 
provision for the disposal of excreta ; bring gardens to 
the city, since the city has been allowed to choke out 
the gardens, and, above all things else, refuse to be 
scared. 

It is reported that when King Death was about to 
enter Paris towards the close of 1832, he met his 
Viceroy Cholera just issuing from the city. His 
Majesty began to extol his Viceroy for the faithful 
services he had rendered. Interrupting His Majesty, 
Viceroy Cholera said: ‘‘ Pardon me, your Majesty, 
I do not deserve your commendations, preserve them 
for your Viceroy Fear; where I killed one, Scare 
killed ten.” 


REFUSE TO BE SCARED. 


Now, although the fact here indicated is so well 
known to physicians that it has passed into a good 
medical story, official doctors in all so-called civilised 
lands are daily seeking to promote scare, because by 
the aid of such scares they augment the power, places 
and pelf which fall to the lot of the official physician. 
The conditions called small-pox, typhoid fever, 
yellow fever, the plague, intermittent or malarial 
fever, from time to time serve as opportunities for 
creating scare, and I say to you—refuse to be scared. 
Tell the physicians to mind their proper business, which 
is to cure those conditions, as they arise, which they 
name diseases, and call on the sanitary engineer and 
social reformer to prevent their happening in the future. 
Extinguish Jennerism and Pasteurism, and relieve the 
national and local treasuries of the burden of the 
parasites now foisted upon them by the Jennerian 
and Pasteurian cults; prohibit the cruelties to chil- 
dren, to adults, and to our humble animal brethren 


Google 


( a) 


and friends which Jenner, Pasteur, and their ignorant 
or dishonest followers daily commit. 

Perhaps I need hardly say to an audience so in- 
telligent as this, that in so short a sketch as I have 
been enable to give I have but touched upon the 
almost innumerable instances of ignorance and of self- 
adulation spread through Pasteur’s writings, nor am 
I going to advise you to waste your time in perusing 
them. But Ido urge all who would become acquainted 
with the processes of real scientific thought, and who 
may desire to arm themselves intellectually against 
the follies of inoculators and vaccinators, to study the 
writings of the two men who adorned the last century 
—Antoine Béchamp for biology, physiology and 
pathology, and Henry George for social science. 

The glories of the nineteenth century were—Antoine 
Béchamp and Henry George! 
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